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DIGEST 

P r o t e s t  f i l e d  by Member of Congress on behalf  of c o n s t i t u e n t  
is  dismissed as untimely where not  f i l e d  w i t h  our  Of f i ce  
wi th in  10 working days a f t e r  p r o t e s t e r  became aware of i t s  
basis f o r  p r o t e s t .  

DECISION 

M.A. Cabrera and Company, P.A., p r o t e s t s  t h e  Federa l  R o m e  
Loan Bank Board's award of a contract  f o r  f i n a n c i a l  a u d i t  
and t a x  s e r v i c e s  t o  Coopers 6 Lybrand under r eques t  f o r  
p roposa l s  (RFP) N o .  C88061. Cabrera complains t h a t  by 
awarding t h e  e n t i r e  c o n t r a c t  t o  one f i rm  r a t h e r  t h a n  making 
m u l t i p l e  awards, t h e  FHLBB h a s  d i sc r imina ted  a g a i n s t  s m a l l  
bus ines ses .  

The  Board r e q u e s t s  t h a t  w e  d i smis s  t h e  p r o t e s t  wi thout  
cons ide ra t ion  on t h e  merits f o r  s e v e r a l  reasons ,  p r i m a r i l y  
because t h e  p r o t e s t  was f i l e d  on behalf  of Cabrera  by a 
Member of Congress who is  not  an i n t e r e s t e d  p a r t y  f o r  
purposes  of f i l i n g  a p r o t e s t  and because t h e  p r o t e s t  is  
untimely.  
w i l l  cons ide r  a p r o t e s t  f i l e d  by a Member of Congress on 
behalf  of a c o n s t i t u e n t  so long as our procedura l  requi re -  
m e n t s  regard ing  m a t t e r s  s u c h  as t i m e l i n e s s  are m e t .  See - 
Kinross Manufacturing Corp., 65 Comp. Gen.  160 ( 1 9 8 5 ) ,  85-2 
CPD 11 716. Here, however, as t h e  agency argues,  our 
t i m e l i n e s s  requirements  were not m e t ,  and w e  t h e r e f o r e  
d i smis s  t h e  p r o t e s t .  

O u r  Bid P r o t e s t  Regula t ions  require t h a t  a p r o t e s t  be f i l e d  
wi th in  1 0  working days a f t e r  t h e  b a s i s  of p r o t e s t  i s  known 
o r  should have been known. 4 C.F.R. § 2 1 . 2 ( a ) ( 2 )  ( 1 9 8 8 ) .  

With  regprd t o  t h e  agency 's  f i r s t  argument, we 



I t  is u n c l e a r  from t h e  r e c o r d  i n  t h i s  case p r e c i s e l y  when 
Cabre ra  f i r s t  l e a r n e d  o f  t h e  award t o  Coopers & Lybrand,  
b u t  it is  a p p a r e n t  t h a t  it was on or b e f o r e  September  28, 
1988, t h e  d a t e  on which t h e  p r o t e s t e r  wrote its l e t t e r  o f  
compla in t  t o  t h e  Member of Congress .  To be t i m e l y  t h e n ,  
C a b r e r a ' s  p ro tes t  would have had t o  be f i l e d  i n  ou r  O f f i c e  
no l a t e r  t h a n  1 0  working d a y s  a f t e r  September 28. I t  was 
n o t  r e c e i v e d  i n  o u r  O f f i c e  u n t i l  Gctober 19, however,  and 
is  t h e r e f o r e  un t ime ly .  

The p r o t e s t  is  d i s m i s s e d .  
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